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r. r~UCTION AND STATEMENT OF THE PROJ3~r:f 
=--
The Problem 
The presence of foreign students in large cities of the world is not 
a recent development. Even in the early da¥s or the Greek civilization, 
Socrates saw that most or the followers of Protagoras seemed to be for-
eigners, "for these the sophist brings with him from various cities ••• 
cha.ming them with his voice, and they, oha.:rmed, followed where the voice 
leads" (1909:17). And in the Forward to the UNESCO publication, 1Students 
as Links Between Culturea 1 the authors noted that "students flocked to 
Alexandria; Bologna; and :Sa.gdad ••• and took awa;y from these centers of 
learning, ideas which changed the course of modern history." 
What is new about the presence of foreign students is their ever 
increasing number in world's cities. For instance, statistics published 
by the United States Bureau of Education show that in 1904 there were 
3,673 college students from abroad. By 1911-12 this number increased to 
4,856; to 8,357 in 1920-21 and to 29,813 in 1950-$1. By the Fall of 1968, 
the number of foreign students in the United States was reported as 
108,159. 
Since the foreign student is in his host-country primarily to 
acquire education, the ideal situation is that he settles within or 
around the university of hie enrollment. This is mostly the case where 
the university is able to provide student accommodation or where the 
university is situated in a relatively small rural town. Where, on the 
other hand the university is sited in a metropolis with modern transport 
facilities and wide variations in rental costs, a foreign student's 
choice of place of settlement is obviously affected by more than one 
I. 
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consideration. The problem of dete:rmining such a student's choice of plaoe 
of residence is aJ.l the more complicated where, as in most cities of the 
United States, the.re are pre-established clusters or neighborhood concentra-
tions of various ethnic, racial, religious and linguistic groups to which 
the in-coming student could readily identify. 
Previous studies of the pattern settlement of immigrants to this 
country have shown that recent imnigrants tend to settle in neighborhoods 
havill8' population concentration of persons sharing the same ethnic baok-
grolmd ·· (of. Munch 1949, Kosa 1957, Rosenthal 1960). The extent to which 
such social faetors a.s ethnic considerations influence the distribution of 
foreign students in Chicago (or other big cities in the United States) is 
at present still a matter of speculation. Sociologists, p'sychologists and 
educational administrators have for sometime now concerned themselves with 
the adjustment pattern of foreign students and the ef .f ect of their experi-
ences on both their educational pursuits and their attitude to the host-
country (cf. Cieslak: 1955, Carey 1956, and Eide 1970). There is no doubt 
that the type of neighborhood in which the students live will in some 
measure determine what experiences they.have and ultimately both their 
adjustment pattern and their attitudes to this country.- The problem to 
which this study is addressed, therefo.r:-e,is that of exploring what relation-
ships, if any, exist between ethnio oonoentrations and the distribution of 
foreign students in Chica.go. To this end, a survey of the ecological 
distribution of foreign students is here undertaken. 
t 
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Literature Review 
----
P.alph Thomlinson has provided an excellent statement of what he refers 
to as 1 sources of eoologioaJ. thinking'. According to him, ttsyatema.tic 
ecological reasoning, applicable to all forms of life --- plant, animal and 
human --- was first applied to the study of plants in the late nineteenth 
century; to a.ni ma.J. life early in the twentieth century and to human beings 
beginning the l920's." (19-69:6) 
"Human eoology-11 as Duncan a.nd Schnore have noted, "ha.a had a cu:rious 
history, arising as it did in the context of a. series of specialized 
empirical studies of contemporary urban life" (1959:133). One of the 
special areas of researah to which human ecology was widely applied was the 
pattern of distribution of va.i"ious immigrant groups. In fact, the studies 
of immigrants became so important in the years f'ollowing the work of Park 
and Burgess that Edward Shils (1948) called it one of the original 
justifications for the existence of .American Sociology. Emil Lengyel's 
(1948) study of Hungarian immigrants; L. F. Pisani 1 s (1957) study of 
Italian immigrants; C. B. Sherman's (1960) study of Germ.an immigrants; and 
Celia Heller's (1966) study of Mexicans are only a few of such studies. 
With particular reference to the oity of Chicago, Paul Cressey's (1938) 
and Richard Ford's (1950) studies of 'Population succession in Chicago' 
are most :relevant. The general findings of these studies mq be summarized 
as follows: 
a) Immigrants tend to follow a regular sequence or pattern of settlement 
(Cressey 1938:61). 
",111 
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b) Immigrant groups tend initially to settle in a low-rent area, usually 
located in the transitional zone near the center 0£ the city. 
c) Unlike immigrants, the American population tends, on the other hand, 
to locate in areas having direct aooeas to the Loop. 
However, a co:amon criticism usually made against these studies is 
that they have tended to ad.opt an individual as against a. g.r.'Oup point of 
refe::cence, and as a consequence, they have failed to fomul.ate empirically 
testable sociological theories. 
For sometime now, there has been a consistent decline of intei"'est 
among sociologists in the study of immigrant and ethnic g.roupa. Th.is is 
illustrated by the decline in the percentag'e of members of the .American 
Sociological Association who listed 'race and ethnic relations' as their 
specialty from 8.2f,4i before 1935 to 3.~ in 1959 (Veidemanjs 1963:325). 
The present study, however, is not intended to be a revival of interest 
on immigrant communities since the subject matter of the study, foreign 
student, is seen a.s a distinctive type of urban phenomena quite different 
from w.hat may be te:r.med regular immigrants. To provide a. justification for 
this distinction, we will have to consider in some detail what similarities 
as well as differences exist between foreign students a.nd no:r.mal immigrants 
as distinct urban phenomenon. 
Caroline Ware has defined immigration as "the entrance of an alien 
country, of persons L1tending to take part in the life of that oountcy and 
make it t.."leir more or less penna.nent residence" (1932:587). From this 
definition, it can be seen that foreign students, though immigrants in the 
sense that they are aliens entering a country that is not their own, they 
I 
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differ fundamentally from regular immigrants in the following wa;ys: 
a) Motive of entry: Unlike the no:rma.1 immigrant, the foi-eign student is 
ideally a seeker of knowledge, new or improved skill which prepares 
him for positions of higher status a.nd responsibility in his home-
country. As Edward Cieslak has put it, "the spirit of adventure, the 
desire to sea the world, the ambition for distinction and promotion 
entered into the motives of the average (foreign) student" (Cieslak 
1955:4). On the other hand, the no:rmal immigrant is essentially a 
... 
seeker of security whether economic, political, or religious which he 
has failed to find in his own country. He is, thus, m.oti vated by the 
desire for better life op:poi'tunities and has the intention of making 
the host-cou.i."'ltry his pe::cnanent abode. 
b) Social and class status: Foreign students tend to be drawn largely 
from the upper and middle classes of their home-oou.YJ.ti-7. In general, 
they represent the educated, abmitious, and upwardly mobile sections 
of their country. In the words of Thomas Marshall, tthose wt.o go 
abroad to study in universities ca.n neve:i:· be reprasentati ve sample of 
the population as a whole. 'Jiley must be academically qua.lif.::.ed for 
admission to the appropriate centers of lea.ming and resear·ch (1970:3). 
Noma.l immigrants on the other h.and tend to be recruited from all 
clc:.sses a.nd. from all walks of life but largely in favour of low class, 
low status persons with no skills and little education (cf. Thomas and 
Znan.ieoki 1958; Huebener 1962; Pisani 1957). 
{ 
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o) Economic base: Most foreign students enjoy some fo:rm of financial 
support or bursary from family, government, business, church, or 
social organizations. This places them on a muoh sounder economic 
base than the re@lla:r immigrants to whom such opport.u.-.U ties are usually 
closed. 
These differences make a formal study of foreign students as a social 
phenmenon quite different from normal immigrants a desirable endeavour. 
The Foreign Student: a Marginal man; a Stra.na-er; or a Sojourner 
Three related sociological concepts so far employed to characterize 
social types that result from ra.oe and culture contacts will now be 
examined. These are the concepts of the marginal man, the stranger, and 
the sojou:i::ner as introduced by Robert Park (1928); George Simmel (1950) and 
Siu (1952) respectively. 
The concept of marginal man as developed by Park and modified by 
Stonequist (1939) has been defined as "a man living and aha.ring intimately 
in the cultural life and traditions of two distinct peoples ••• which 
never completely interpenetrated or fused11 (Siu 1960:383). 
George Simmel fo:r.mulated the concept of the stranger as a sociological 
model to characterize foreign elements in the community who though they 
are physically located in the group do not belong to it --- a case pa..rtici-
pation without involvement. Simmel describes the stranger as "the potential 
wa.nderetl!, though he has not moved on, has not quite overcome the freedom 
of coming and going • • • The unity of nearness and remoteness involved in 
eve:cy human relation is organized in the phenomenon of the stranger. 11 
--7-
(1950:402)0 As Siu has put it, 11psychologically he is unwilling to organize 
}liDlself as a permanent resident of the country of his sojourn" (1952:32). 
Thus, while the marginal man is a hybrid of two cultures, the stranger 
represents what may be called a 'culture island' within the community. 
The concept of sojourner was introduced by Paul Siu. He conceived 
the sojourner as a deviant for.m of the stranger and describes him as "a 
stranger who spends many years of his lifetime in a foreign countcy without 
being assimilated by it" (1952:34). Thus, the sojourner is vecy similar 
to Simmel's stranger. For one thing, both have not overcome the freedom 
of coming and going. To this extent, the two concepts may be considered 
as synonymous. 
-8-
Il. THE RESE@lCH DESIGN 
-- The subject of this study is the foreign student. At first sight, 
it appears definite and precise enough but a little closer look reveals 
greater complications than are apparent. If by a foreign student is meant 
an alien pursuing some course of studies, we find that to some of such 
persons, studies have become a second.ary preoccupation if not relegated to 
a mere hobby. Some have full-time permanent employment and others run 
businesses of their own and attend classes only at night. Some have lived 
for so long in their host country that they have virtually become immigrants. 
For an empirical study of this nature, therefore, it becomes necessary to 
provide a more precise, operational definition of the principal te:r:ms 
employed. 
The following resolution passed at a study workshop on the admission 
of foreign graduate students in 1964 provides a lead to an adequate defi-
nition of the te:r:m foreign student: 
That it is the view of the workshop that no U.S. 
graduate school should admit a student who had obtained 
his visa on a.n I-20 issued by another school unless 
the applicant had completed one year at that institu-
tion ••• (1964:20). 
A foreign student, for the purpose of this study, ID.a\Y' thus be de.fined as 
an a.lien who holds a current I-20 (student) visa and is fo:rmally enrolled 
in a course of study in an educational institution. This definition 
disqualifies foreign nationals born in the United States, diplomats and 
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foreign government representatives, foreign missionaries, as well as 
foreign nationals who, though they entered the country originally as 
students, have now been granted immigrant status .from consideration as 
foreign students in this study. 
As an individual, the foreign student ha.s no relevance to this study 
except in so far as he is a constituent member of that section of the 
Chica.go population la.belled foreign students. In other words, we are not 
concerned with the personal or psychological characteristics of a foreign 
student, but only with group chara.oteristics or behavior and this con-
stitutes the social phenomenon under investigation. 
Five variables will be utilized in this study. The variables, race, 
residence, location of the university, type of visa, and school of registra-
tion are all nominal in fom. It will, however, be necessary to make 
fllrther speci£yil'l8 statements about ea.oh of them: 
l) Race or ethnicity 
Peoples have been classed and differentiated on basis of skin color, 
language, religion, political ideology, and geographic regions. Our use 
of the tem •racial or ethnic' group here is not based strictly on a:n:y one 
of these criteria. but a. combination of some of them. The tem "does not, 
therefore, reflect clear-out definitions of biological stock" (Kitagawa 
and Taeuber 196J:XIX) and Dl8\Y' in some instances refer to national origin. 
Based on this consideration, the following racial groups will be en;.ployed 
in this study: 
(a) West Europeans: Countries included in this racial group are Belgium, 
Cyprus, Denmark, France, Gema.ny (West), Great Britain, Greece, 
p 
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Ireland, Italy, Luxemburg,. Netherlands, No:t"Wa¥, Portugal, Spain, 
Sweden, and Switzerland. Thus East European students are excluded 
from this group. 
(b) Africans: Only Negro Afri.cans a.re included in this group. .Arab 
Africans and non-negroid settlers in the southern parts of the con-
tinent are, therefore, exoluded .from the group. 
(c) Chinese: Included in this group a.re the nationals of Republic of 
China, Hong Kong, and Taiwan. 
(d) Indians: Students from ttJ,e Republic of India.. 
One advantage of this classification is that it corresponds closely, 
in certain respects, to that &Dlployed by the United States Census Bureau. 
Thus based on the Federal Bureau of Census publications, Ralph Thomlinson 
ha.a noted that "in the United States, the five most numerous minority 
racial or religious groups (a.re) Negroes, Jews, Indians, Japanese, and 
Chinese" (1969:13). 
The United States populat~on is also often classified purely on basis 
of skin color -- white and non-white -- with the later subdivided into 
Negroes (:Blacks) and other Races (Kitagawa and Taeuber 196J:XIX). In the 
present study, Europeans as above described will be ta.ken to correspond to 
Whites, Africans to :Blacks and Indians and Chinese will come under other 
specified races. 
2) Residence: The concept of Community Areas 
In studies of area distribution of social phenomena, various concepts 
are utilized to delineate the iocation of the phenomena within the city. 
Most common among such concepts a.re the neighborhood, the community, the 
--11-
census tract, the natural area, the zone and the :region. LYJ. this stud.y, 
the concept of community areas will be employed as the spatial unit. 
'!he community area as a unit of measurement was developed in i>esponse 
to the need for a uniform, satisfactory, and comparable spatial units for 
studying urban phenomena. However, a;ny description of the community areas 
must have to start with the census tracts. Census tracts are more or less 
"penna.nent geographical subdivisions of the city adopted by the Bureau of 
'f!he Census for statistical reporting" (Chicago Community Inventory 1961: V). 
Community Areas are derived directly from the census tracts. In fact, 
they are combinations of census tracts. Bu.t they a.:r..>e not mere agglomera-
tions of contiguous census tracts for ''most of them are also historical 
entities having in the main, histories of their own as communities, commonly 
recognized names and an awareness on the pa.rt of their irJlabitants of some 
colllll'.lon interest" (Chicago Community Inventory 196l:V). Thus, the commwti.ty 
area as a statistical unit combines both the permanency and camparability·ar 
the census tract with homogeniety, naturalness a.nd shared interest of the 
ideal oomnn:lllity. Thus, the 867 qensus tra.ots into which the City of 
Chica.go was divided for the 1960 census, have been grouped into 76 Community 
Areas. 
Residence as a variable in the present context refers to the community 
area in which the foreign student is domiciled. 
3) University location 
As a variable, this refers to (1) the section or the city -- whether 
east, west, south, no1:th of the 'loop', (2) the community area in 
which the University is situated. 
ill 
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4) Type of visa 
There a.re three types of visa commonly found among foreign students. 
These a.re visiting or exchange {J) visa; immigrant (Z) visa and student 
(I-20) visa.. From our operational definition, only persons with exchange 
or student visa. qualify for inclusion in this study. 
5) School 
By this is meant whether the student is registered in a graduate or 
undergraduate school. 
The grouping of these variables into the Independent and the Dependent 
variables will depend largely on the nature of hypotheses to be tested. 
The Hyp<?theses 
The study will test two ma.in hypotheses, namely: 
l. That in general, university community areas -- (that is, community 
areas in which universities are situated} -- contain larger proportions 
of foi-eign students than non-university community areas. 
2. That foreign students tend to looate in community area.a with large 
proportion of persona of the same ethnic group. In other words, that 
ethnic ooneidera.tiona dete:rmine where a foreign student lives. 
The independent variables: 
As can be seen from the above hypotheses, the study utilizes two 
independent variables namely, the university location and the racial 
compoaition of the community areas. 
1: 
I 
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The dependent variables: 
The study utilizes only a one double-barreled dependent variable 
namely, the proportion of students from a given racial group resident in 
a commwU.ty area -- that is, the concentration of foreign students in the 
coxmnuni ty areas. 
The intervening variables: 
The intervening variables expected to be operative in this study are 
the student• s financial resources, availability of university housing, his 
major, his ability to speak English, the length of his sta\Y in the country, 
his marital status and friendship ties. 
Scope of the stud.yr 
This study is limited to the area within the city of Chica.go. Some 
implications of this are: 
a.) Only universities strictly within the city of Chica.go will be included 
in the study. Thus, Northwestern University with 27.Zf(, of its foreign 
students residing in Chica.go -- Northwestern University has a foreign 
student enrollment of 683 -- is excluded from the study. 
b) Only foreign students who reside within the city of Chicago, irres-
pective of the location of their universities, will be included in 
the study. Thus, some 258 foreign students representing 10.8% of the 
total foreign student enrollment in the five universities, who reside 
outside the city are excluded from the study. Excluded from the 
study also are 46 other students whose residential addresses are not 
I: 
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available from student personnel records of their universities or who 
specifically request that such infomation be kept oonfidentia.l. The 
distribution, by university, of these exclusions is given in Table I. 
Table I. 
DISfJ.'RIBUTION OF F'OREIGN STUDENTS EXCLUDED IN THE STUDY l3Y UNIVERSITY 
University 
Residing 
outside 
the city 
No resi-
dential 
add....---ess 
I. 
# 
12, 
-
• '1'. 
% 
15 
.8 
Lo' ola u • u. 'lf Cl'1 
# % # % 
31 20.s 9 1.7 
4 2.6 11 2.1 
U. of Il. Ro11sevt. Tcta.l 
# % :/I % # % 
54 12.l 40 8.9 25t 10.' 
f 
4 .9 20 4.5 4€ l.< 
301 12.E 
In addition to the above, there are some 370 registrants who either 
hold or have applied for resident or immigrant (z) visas. The definition 
of foreign studentship adopted in this study automa.tioa.lly disqualifies 
these persons from inclusion in the study. 
Period covered: 
With only one exception, the data for this study pertain to foreign 
student enrollment in the chosen universities by the Fall of 1971. The 
only exception is Roosevelt University whose enrollment list is as at 
Spring (Janua.:cy-) 19'72. 
-15-
population and Samplin~ Method 
-
By 1960 there were 54 institutions o:f hisner lea.ming "offering at 
1east a two-year program of college-level studies in residence ••• 11 
scattered all over the city of Chica.go (Kitagawa and Taeuber 1963:316). 
'!'hese institutions a.re of various types and sizes and may be classified 
as commercial, teohnioal, professional, purely academic or a combination 
of these. Out of these, five institutions have been chosen for this study. 
No systematic sampling method was applied in the selection and the choice 
of the five institutions was based on two ma.in considerations: 
l) The location or the university. The intention here is to give as 
much representation as possible to various areas of the city. Hence, 
Loyola University located in the far North; University of Illinois 
located in the near Southwest; Roosevelt University at the Loop; 
Illinois Institute of Technology in the near Southeast and the 
University of Chica.go in the Southeast sections of the city have been 
chosen. 
2) The likelihood 0£ the institution oonta.ining a comparatively large 
number of foreign students. It is reasoned that institutions with 
wide variety of programs offered at graduate and undergraduate levels 
are more likely to attra.ot foreign students than junior institutions. 
Consequently, our choice of institutions are limited to universities. 
All foreign students enrolled in the five chosen universities who 
are not disqualified on the grounds specified above are included in the 
data. These constitute the universe of the study. 
-16-
J.ll.=-- ANALYSIS ANI> FINDINGS 
The community areas are grouped into two categories: university and 
non-university community areas. University community areas are those in 
t(hich any one of the chosen universities is looated. There are five such 
community areas. All the other seventy-one community areas constitute the 
non-university community areas. 
This a.na.J.ytioal distinction is considered necessary because as Kitagawa 
and Taeuber have said "the location of institutions in a particular community 
'fJJ&;f have considerable influence on the population and housing characteristics 
of the community" (1963:316). The effect on the population of Evanston, 
Illinois, of the presence of a large number of students, faculty members 
and their families who are enrolled and/or employed at the Evanston campus 
of Northwestern University illustrates this point. Based on this oonsid-
eration, it is hypothesized that the university community areas will contain 
a larger proportion of foreign students than non-university community areas. 
The General Pattern 
Table II 
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF FOREIGN STUDENTS 
BY COMMO"NITY AREAS OF CHICAGO: SPRING 1972 
Non-University 
Comm. Areas Total % of All Students University Comm. Areas 
£9=f9~Ji i ~ ! 
10-14.996 0 0 0 
5-9·9°tb 0 1 1 
1-4.996 3 11 14 
.5-.99°,,b 0 4 4 
.l-.49% 0 31 31 
.0996 and below 0 17 17 
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Table II presents the percentage distribution (grouped) of foreign 
students among the 76 community areas of Chica.go. Map I'!- conveys the same 
inf o:rmation ins.a graphic f'o:an. 
From both the table and the map, it ca.n be seen that the distribution 
of foreign students is not a haphazard occurance but that it follows a 
definite patte:r:n. Foreign student population is heavily concentrated in 
community areas adjacent to the lake front. Of the sixteen community areas 
immediately adjoining the lake, only the southern most two, Eastside com-
munity area (#52) and Hegewisch community SJ."ea. (#55) have no foreign 
student residents. The remaining fourteen, whi~ together constitute just 
18.lf% of' all the community areas, account for as much as 81.1% of all foreign 
students as against only 23.996 of the entire city population. This means 
that unlike the general population which appears fairly evenly spread 
throuanout the city, the foreign student population is bunched together in 
a. narrow strip of territoey along the lake front. 
An explanation of this situation will be attempted by examining three 
ecological factors that have often been employed to account for population 
distribution within the city - namely, rental costs, type of housing, 
transportation facilities. As Berey and Horton have put it, "the price of 
the dwelling unit (either rent or purchase price); the type of residence, 
and its location both in te:ans of neighborhood environment and in relation 
to place of work" a.re the principal .factors that dete:r:mine where inhabitants 
of a city decide to live (1970:)11). 
Earlier studies in pa.tte:r:ns of immigrant settlement have shown that 
they tended to locate initially in low-rental areas of the city (cf Burgess 
~---~~~·-----------------------------------------------------------------. 
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1957; Kosa 19.56; and Cressey, 1938). L"l the context of this study, if low-
renta.l cost is a factor affecting where foreign students decid.e to live, 
one would eJ1.i;>ect that the lake-front a:r:ea of Chica.go would be a low-rental 
region. On the contrary, it is known that apart from the loop area, the 
highest Tental areas are found along the lake-front. One would then be 
justified to conclude that low-rent ca.nnot be an adequate explanation f'o:r: 
the concentration of fo:ceign students in commu:.ri ty areas along the la.ke-
front. 
With respect to the second factor, type of housing, it is to be noted 
that generally the first block or two immediately adjoining the lake usually 
contain the expensive, multi-storey buildings inhabited by the millionaires. 
It is these that have earned the area, the name "gold-coast." However, the 
subsequent two or three blocks usually contain the high-rise apartment 
buildings <:ind hotels. These multi-storey buildings provide lots of single 
room 'efficiency apartments' which could be rented for relatively short 
periods a:ud with little formality. These apartments very aptly meet the 
needs of such mobile elements of the society as foreign students. Thus, 
the availability of the appropriate type of accommodation required by 
foreign students appears to account in some for the concentration of foreign 
students in this area. However, how much explanatory weight is to be 
assigned to this factor remains to be established by research. 
The third factor, perhaps offers even a more fitting explanation for 
the locatinn of fc-:"9ign students in this belt. With rest to to transporta-
tion systems it is to be noted that the North-South line of the Chicag'O 
:Rapid Transit system traverses the same stretch of community areas. T'nis 
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tends to suggest that availability of efficient public transportation 
facilities to and from school is a strong factor detennjujng choice of 
place of residence by foreign students. 
For one thing, it is possible that a student moving few blocks further 
west from the lake-front will find some suitable accommodation at lower 
rental costs. But the additional transportation costs to be incur.red in 
travelling to the Rapid Transit system might, in the long run make it 
cheaper and more convenient for him to opt for a .relatively mo:L--e costly 
apartment close to the transportation route. 
It is pertinent here to mention that four out of the five universities 
included in this stul\Y a.re located along the North-South Rapid Transit 
system. 
With the above in view, the first hypothesis of this study, namely, 
that university community areas contain higher proportion of foreign students 
than non-university community a.reas1 will now be tested. 
l 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6.,5 
6.5 
8 
9 
10 
11 
Table III 
RANKING OF COMMUNITY AREAS WITH 40 OR MORE FOREIGN STUDENTS 
BY PERCENTAGE OF FOREIGN STUDENT RESIDENTS 
~6 of All Students 
23.1 
18.4 
1$.1 
6.1 
4.8 
2.9 
2.9 
2.8 
2.3 
2.1 
2.0 
Communi t:y: .Area #a 
University C.A.s. Non-University C.A.S. 
41 
35 
l 
28 
32 
3 
6 
1 
.34 
8 
43 
1]1 .~ 
111 
I' 
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In Table III, eleven community areas with forty or more foreign students 
a.re ranked on basis of the percentage of all foreign students found in them. 
The table shows that the two highest ranking oommuni ty areas are university 
community areas. These a.re the sites o:f the University of Chica.go and 
Illinois Institute of Technology- and these account for 23.1% and 18.4% -
a.l together 41. 5% - of all the foreign students. The remaining three uni-
versi ty community areas have ranks 5, 8, and ll. Thus, from Table III, it 
cannot be ea.id that university community area.a generally and always contain 
higher proportion of foreign students than non-university community areas. 
On the other hand, the fact that the five university areas together account 
for over 51% of all foreign students suggests that as a group, the u.ni·..rersity 
community areas contain a disproportionately larger number of foreign 
students than non-university community areas. 
An important factor to be reckoned with in this context is the existence 
of the Inte::cnational House attached to the University of Chica.go and located 
in one of the university community areas (#41). This institution which is 
capable of providing suitable, convenient and relatively cheap accommodation 
and other facilities for foreign students from all over the city, accounts 
in some measure for the concentration of large numbers of foreign students 
i..'1 this eommuni ty area. 
On the whole, all that can be said is that while the location of' the 
university is a factor to be reckoned with, it is 'b"',r no means an over-riding 
one in determining where a .foreign student choses to live. 
The second hypothesis states that foreign students would tend to 
aggregate in community areas having a. large population of immigrants of the 
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same racial group. Tb.is would mean. that ethnic considerations pla.,y a major 
role in determining where foreign students decide to locate. 
To test this hypothesis, an attempt is made to establish a correspon-
dence, thro~ rank-order correlation analysis, between the :propo:rtion of 
a. commun.i.ty area's population that are foreign borne of a given racial 
group and that proportion of that oonmrunity area's foreign student popula-
tion that a.re of the same racial g.rou-p. The rationale behind th.is it:i that 
if ethnic considerations are a significant factor in the location of foreign 
students, then students of a given ra.ciaJ. gi."Oup would ter...d to aggregate in 
those community area.a where there are already in existence clusters of 
immi.gra.'1.ts of the same racial group. 
Chinese Students 
C.A. 
34 
35 
7 
42 
41 
8 
28 
3 
1 
6 
Ta"Dle TI' 
RANKING OF COMMUNITY AREAS WITH FOUR OR MORE CHINESE 
STUDENTS :BY PERCENTAGE CHINESE STUDENTS AND 
PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS OF ClIINESE :BIRTH 
% of C.A. Population Chinese 
% of Foreign Students Who .Are of Student 
Who Are Chinese Chinese Birth Rank 
38. 7 12.6 J. 
23.2 0.1 2 
21.J 0.1 3 
21.2 0.01 4 
21.1 0.7 5 
18.7 0.05 6 
13.3 0.1 7 
11 •. , 0.5 8 
7. !) 0.3 9 
3.0 0.3 10 
Chinese 
Birth 
Rank 
., 
J. 
1 
1 
10 
2 
9 
1 
3 
l~ • .s 
4.5 
r:::: 
-.03 
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Table rv· shows a. ranking of all community area.a with a Chinese student 
popu.lation of fou.:c or more on basis of the percentage of Chinese students 
and the percentage of persons of Chinese birth - that is, first generation 
Chinese immigrants - resident the:r.ein. 'lhe coefficient of 001:.rela.tion 
between the two rank orders is -.03. While taking note of the negative 
sign of t.11.e ooeftioient, one cannot, on the basis of this result infer any 
meaningful x~lationship between t11e percentage of Chinese students and 
percentage of persons of Chinese birth found in the communitJ' areas. This 
would be intex:-preted to mean that ethnic conside:r:ations seem not to be an 
important factor affecting the location of C".ainese students in Chicago. 
European Students 
C.A. 
4 
42 
41 
32 
3 
1 
7 
6 
35 
3 
Table V 
RANKING OF COMMUNITY A.."tffilAS WIT'.H FOTJ.:.~ OR MORE EUROPEft.11 
STUDENTS BY PERCENTAGE EUROPEAU STUD&~ AN:D PERCENTAGE WHITE8 
% of Foreign St-.idents % of C.A. Population Hank Ra.nk 
Who Are b..UI'opeans Which Are White (Students) (Whiteol 
35.7 97.9 1 1 
33.3 3.6 2 10 
18.2 64.1 3 7 
12.2 86.6 4 6 
10.4 61.3 5 8 
7.9 95.5 6 2 6.5 88.1 7 5 5.2 93.9 8 3 
3.9 10.5 9 9 
2.9 90.5 10 4 
r = -.05 
In :i::espect of European students, the correlation is with the percentage 
of ll.ilite :population in a given community a.rea. This is preferred to the 
percentae,'S of persons of .European birth because recent immigrants to -~his 
count:ry from Europe a.re rather easily assimilated into the general white 
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population. Table V presents the ranking of community areas on basis of 
percentage European students and percentage white population in the various 
areas. The correlation coefficient is r = -.05~ Hera, like in the ca.ae of 
Chinese students no meaningful i->elationship oa.n be inferred. 
Next, percentage Indian students in a comm:wlity area is correlated 
with percentage of persons of Asian birth found in the same area.. In this 
context, persons of Asian birth comprises persons born in the continent of 
Asia with the exceptions of Japanese and Chinese. With these two exceptions, 
Indians constitute by far the largest single nationality group from Asia 
represented in our data. For instance, there a.re only 52 Pakistanis - the 
next largest single group of .Asian students - as against 421 Indian students. 
Indians a.re, there.fore, ta.ken as representatives .Asians as defined above. 
Indian Students 
Table VI 
RANKING OF COMMU'NI'l'Y AREAS WITH FOUR OR MORE INDIL"1 STlTDE.N'TS 
BY PERCENTAGE INDIAN STUDE!NTS AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS OF ASIAN BIRT.fl 
% of C .A. Population Rank Rank 
% of Foreign Students Who Are of (Indian (Asian 
C.A. Who Are Indians Asian Birth Students) Birth) 
14 38.5 1.0 l 8.5 
28 38.3 1.0 2 8.5 
34 37.1 1.9 3 4 
3 25.7 2.3 4 3 
35 21.l 1.2 5 7 
6 20.9 2.5 6 l 
7 13.1 2.4 7 2 
41 l0.3 1.6 8 ;; 
1 8.9 1.4 9 6 
r = -·43 
The correlation coefficient between the rank ordering of percentat:,"e 
Indian students and percentage of persons of Asian birth found in given 
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communi ty a.1:eas (vide Table VI) is r = -.43. Although there is a sub-
stantial. increase in the magnitude of this coefficient, over the previous 
results, yet it does not provide one with a val.id basis for inferring 
meaningful relationships. It is not significant at .l level. However, it 
tends to show that concentrations of Indian students are found in those 
community areas few number of persons of Asian birth. Ethnic considera-
tions, as defined in this study, does not seem to be a relevant factor in 
the location of Indian students. 
African Students 
For African students, two separate correlations will be made; first 
with persons of African birth and then with the Negro population of the 
relevant community areas. It is considered necessary to treat persons of 
African birth and .American blacks (Negroes) as separate groups because even 
though both a.re of the same race, they a.re culturally separated. It is, 
therefore, possible that a. foreign student would prefer to identify with 
one group and not the other. Besides, there is no correspondence between 
the proportion of Negro population in a community area and that of persons 
of African birth found in the same area. 
I 
I 
I 
! 
!,, -------------------------------------! 
I 
i 
Table VII 
% of C.A. Population :a.ruik % of Foreign Students Who Axe of :1.a.n...~ (Afroo 
C.A. VJho Are A.f:r:·icans .African Bi:r.-th (Students) Bi:cths) 
44 100 .01 l.S 8 46 100 .02 1.5 7 
43 46.6 .1 3 4. 
24 20.0 0 4 9s5 
39 17.9 .03 5 ,-0 
42 12.l .16 6 3 
28 6.6 0 7 9.5 
4l .5. 2 .3 8 1.5 
35 3.9 .05 9 5 
3 3.2 .3 10 1 f4 • :::> 
l: = -.52 
The ranking of community areas by percentage African students and 
percentage persons of A.f :: .. ·ica.n birth is shown in Table VII. The co:r:relation 
coefficient is ~ = -.52. '!his proves to be significant at .05 level (one 
tail test). 
In table VIII percentage African students is correlated with percentage 
Negro population. 
r 
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Table VIII 
RAlnaNG OF COMMUNITY AREAS WITH FOUR OR MORE AFRICAN STUDENTS BY 
PERCENTAGE AFRICAN STUDENTS AND PERCENTAGE ltEGRO POPULATION 
% of Foreign Students % of C.A. Population Rank Rank 
C.A. Who Are .Africans Th.at is Negro (Students) (Neg.roes) 
44 100 97.5 1.5 1 
46 100 22.4 1.5 8 
43 46.6 69 3 6 
24 20.0 4.4 4 9 
39 17.9 78.8 5 4 
42 12.l 96.8 6 2 
28 6.6 72.2 1 5 
41 5.2 )l.l 8 7 
35 3.9 87.6 9 3 
3 3.2 2.5 10 10 
r= .2 
The coefficient of correlation here is r = .2. From Table YII we 
can inf er that there is a tendency for African students to aggregate in 
community areas with very few persons of African birth. The relationship 
between such concentrations and those of Negro population is of no 
significance. Again, ethnic considerations as defined in this pa.per could 
not be said to be an important factor determining the location of African 
students. 
The general conclusion to be dra.w.n from these analyses is that in 
Chicago, the location of foreign students seem to be dete:r:mined by other 
factors than ethnic considerations. 
11':, 
I 
1"' 
'I' 
,I 
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lY..· SUMMARY CONCLUSIONS AND IMPLICATIONS FOR FUTURE RESEARCH 
summary Conclusions 
-
'11!"1.is is essentiaJ.ly an exploratory study. In it, attempt :has been 
ma.de to show that foreign st-udentshi:p is a.n urban sociaJ. phenomenon worthy 
of scientific research. Foreign stud.cuts are conceptualized as immigrants 
of a different type; similarities as well as differences between them are 
:ilso pointed out. Two hypotheses regarding factors that determine the 
location and territorial distribution of foreign students in Chica.go are 
put f'o:rward and tested. The findings are summarized as follows: 
1. That the dist1:ibution of foi"eign students in Chica.go is not :random; 
rather it falls into a definite identifiable :pattern. 
2. i:r!hat foreign. student population is not in any wa;y evenly distributed 
throue,hout -~he city; rati.1.er it tends to aggregate in a. narrow strip 
of tei-ritor,v along the lake-front. 
3. There is not one over-riding factor but multiple contributor,v factors 
which determine whei--e a foreign student decides to live. 
4. l~one of the two factors empirically tested - i.e. , 1ll1i varsity location 
a..~d ethnic consideration - appear to be a major contributor in the 
decision process. 
5. Subject to actual verification, the data seem to lead to the following 
inference about some of the factors that have not been f orma.lly 
tested in this study: 
(a) Low-rental costs seem not to be a factor to be 1--eckoned with. 
(b) Availability of suitable type of housing appears to be an important 
factor. 
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(o) Proximity to a line of efficient and ~"eliable public transportation 
system appears to be the most cru.cia.l fa.otor in determining where 
a foreign student chooses to live. 
1!!!£lications: For Socie~ 
The second listed finding in the above summary has some social 
implications worthy of turther consideration. The fa.ct that over 80% of 
foreign students live in an area containing only a.bout 2Jffe of the city 
population means that the foreign student is out of touch with a. large 
majority of the city population. The foreign student, therefore, la.eke 
exposure to a wide range of the life-styles of the people of Chica.go. One 
consequence of this is that it reduces the chances of his a.ssooia.tion or 
integration into the host-society. He, therefore, continues to be a 
1 straJl89r' for a. muoh longer period than would have been otherwise the case. 
Further, partly because of the pa.ttem of housing in those community 
areas ad.joining the lake, the social or population composition of this area 
does not reflect the entire society. For one thing, the average middle 
class families tend to locate awq from this area - and these are the 
carriers o.t' American culture. This means that for the period of his st8i,Y 
in Chica.go, the foreign student gets to see ver:y little of the life in a. 
typical .American family. He fil8i.Y be invi tad out for dinner to such homes 
from time to time - pa.rtioula.rly on festive occasions such as the 
Thanksgiving - but the info:mal pattems of ever:yday family life eludes 
his observation. All these will no doubt a.ff ect his undelt'standing of and 
general attitude to his host countr:y both while here as a student and 
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wnen eventually he returns to his home country. 
For Future Research 
Like most exploratory studies, this study serves to point to the 
direction for future ref.'!ea.roh. In the first place, .further research is 
needed to verity or oonfi:r:m the tentative conclusions made on the effects 
0£ low-rental; type of housing and transportation facilities as factors 
dete:z:mining a student's ohoioe of place of residence. 
Secondly, there is the need to assess the relative weight of each of 
the factors so far identified as well as others such as friendship ties. 
Finally, a different type of study designed in suoh a. wa;y as to 
involve direct contact with foreign. students through .fo:r:mal interviews or 
through questionnaires, will be needed not only to verity conclusions 
based on this ecological survey but also to go into the area of their 
attitudes and opinions - an area completely left out in the present study. 
~-------
r 
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.APPENDIX A 
FOREIGU STUDENTS POPULATIOM MID THE CITY OF 
CHICAGO POPULATION BY COMMUNITY AREAS: 1210 
Mi Citz Po~ation '12zol Student Po12uJ.ation (12zo) 
l 0,770 101 
2 65,429 20 
..., 136,430 315 ,) 
4 47,747 28 
,~ 39,395 10 . ;) 
,. 114,905 134 0 
..., 67,793 61 I 
8 70,250 48 
9 13,241 
10 41,826 3 
11 27,553 2 
12 20,531 2 
13 16,732 ) 
14 47,085 13 
15 63,603 5 
16 54,897 9 
17 43,852 4 
18 11,675 
19 57,396 4 
20 19,835 2 
21 35, 796 6 
22 88,540 32 
23 71,707 11 
24 124,784 25 
25 127,973 20 
26 48,443 1i 
27 52,176 l ~! 28 78,682 60 29 94,754 2 iii 30 62,892 3 :·1 
31 44,486 2 
32 4,935 41 
33 8,764 3 
34 13,058 62 
35 47,709 384 
36 18,284 2 
37 7,368 
38 80,073 2 
39 26,900 39 
40 46,010 ..,.-
4l 33,552 484 
42 53,797 33 
43 80,644 45 
I,' 44 47,273 5 
45 14,411 2 
--------------------~----~----
r 
' + 
.APPENDIX A CONTINUED 
Qtif. Q~tz Po~l6liop (1970) Student Popul.ation (1970) 
46 4 f 46 5 
47 3,180 2 
48 20,123 2 
!i 49 62,501 2 
.50 10,877 l 
51 19,270 3 
.52 24,648 
r;3 40,318 
:54 15,015 
55 11,346 56 42,984 3 57 14,823 2 58 356,140 2 
59 15,632 1 I' 60 35,161 9 I 61 60,805 JI) 62 14,059 63 26,698 3 ,11 11i 64 24,482 ! II ~ I 
65 18,594 ... JI: .I. 
66 84,835 5 67 61,904 3 ~I 68 89,694 2 I I 
69 .54,J93 I 
70 47,157 l I 71 68~347 ..., :::> I 72 26,770 2 ii 13 J6,5hO 1 
74 23,186 
15 31,011 2 I 11 
76 6,327 
TOTAL 3,369,359 2,091 
APPENDIX B 
FOREIGN STUDENT ENROLLMENT IN THE FIVE NA.MED UNIVERSITIES 
IN CHICAGO BY COMMUNITY AREAS: SPRING 1972 
C.A. I.I.T. Loyola. U. U. of Chica.go U. of Ill. Roosevelt U. Total 
- 15 l 34 21 31 101 
2 4 3 l 1 5 20 
3 93 37 4 87 94 315 
4 8 l 8 ll 28 
5 4 2 4 10 6 34 7 1 36 56 134 
1 9 3 23 26 61 
8 13 3 
--
10 22 48 
9 
10 2 l 3 
11 1 
--
1 2 
12 1 ]. 2 
13 4 3 2 9 
14 6 2 1 2 3 13 
15 1 l 3 5 16 2 1 4 f) '..) ... 
17 1 l 2 4 
18 
19 4 4 20 1 1 2 
21 1 2 3 6 
22 11 4 1 8 8 32 
23 3 3 5 11 
24 6 2 10 7 25 25 6 5 5 4 20 26 
27 1 l 
28 4 2 49 5 $0 
29 l 1 2 
30 2 1 3 31 2 .., 
32 .., 39 41 ... 
33 1 2 3 
34 46 l 2 8 5 62 
35 352 2 2 19 9 384 
36 2 2 
37 
--38 2 2 
39 4 21 2 2 29 
40 
4l 22 6 420 15 21 484 
42 32 1 33 43 2 16 18 9 45 
44 4 l 5 
45 2 2 
46 2 3 :; 
APPENDIX B CONTINO'EJ2 
C.A. I.I.T. !!>z.o.~. l!.·. of Chio~ 11· of Ill. Roosevelt u. Total 
--l{{ 1 l 2 
_48 l 1 2 
49 1 l 2 
so l l 51 l l l 3 52 
53 
55 
56 2 l 4 57 1 l 2 58 1 1 2 
.S:9 1 1 
60 7 1 1 9 61 l l 2 6 10 
62 
63 l 1 l 3 64 
65 1 l 
66 1 2 2 5 67 2 1 3 68 1 1 2 
69 
70 1 l 
71 1 1 3 5 
72 2 2 
73 l 1 
74 
75 1 1 2 
76 
TOTAL 696 113 509 387 386 2,091* 
*This figure comprises onll those with F. l visa.; whose a.ddresses a.i-e 
given a.nd who reside within the city of Chica.go. 
APPEl.®IX C 
TOTAL ENROLLMENT OF EOhOPEA1'J, CHINESE, AFRICAN 
.!@_J}!DLU>T STUDENTS IN TEE FIVE NAMED UNIVEHSITIES: SPRING 1972 
Institutions 
I.I .. T. ~ U. of c. u. of I. Roosevelt u. Total 
Ra.oial Groups 
Europeans 32 15 102 36 20 205 
Chinese 112 11 108 .51 46 328 
Africans 9 13 19 49 3.5 125 
Indians 128 27 42 69 59 325 
TOTAL 983 
OTHER RACIAL GROUPS 1,108 
2,091 
r 
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